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C I A Expegté_a Risﬂé‘ in Sovzet leztd_;; Outlays

Lo s

By DREW MIDDLETON |
- Spectal to e New Yook Timas - R

) WASHINGTON . June-:- -29—The, Sovmt
Union’s’ military spendmg in ‘the first|.
years of the. nex¢ decadse is expected. by
the Central "Intelligence ‘Agency to-in-
crease by 410" 5 percent: annua.uy, con-
txnumg, the present'trend,”’ ", " ..
TheUmtedSmahanpledgede 3 per-

cent increase in military spending to-allies
in the North- Atlantic' Treaty: Orgamza
tion..: LSRN AR w»a
fans in’: tbe'ar!y 19805 will
begin- testmg and “deploying- &2 iumber of 2z
new weapons. systems now under devetop- |
ment:according- to' a ‘research- paper of [
the C.LA. These.include the next genera-
‘tion of strategic missiles,’ planes; includ-
mg a long-range bombers, and.submannes,
.The agency’s judgment. is that “while.
the Soviet leaders. are clearlyconcerned
about . present._and” xmpendmg' economic;
problems, there is no indication’ that they
are contemplatmg ma.jor changes m de-
fense policy. :

No Heir Appmnt ldenﬂﬁad‘

Although the paper-assumeg that thhm
the next five years: several of the Soviet
leaders, ' including: a})resumably Leonid ‘L
Brezhnev* “wilk almost. certainly: pass
from thauscene," it/ identifies . no ™ heir-
apparent and believes that abrupt ch ges
in military spending' are _unlikely, .75, 258
- . The. Soviet political institutions and:
leaders: who. support: defense programs,’
such as-the military and the managers of
military-industries and Communist Party:
and government -leaders- whose: constite]
uents depend on military production; are
likely: to - retain.- mexr inﬂueuce on the
military program..

The agency’s esnmata show that Sovxe't“
military - spending ' properly . increased
from the 35 to 40 billion ruble- range: inj
1967 to: the 53 to 58 billion: ruble  range el
in 1977; measured in.1970 prices; &' rubi
is $1.60%at:the- official: rate .of exchange.

Unden;, a~ broader. definition,. including
expenditures for internal ‘security- forces,
civil defense, military stockpiling, foreign,
military assistance:and:space- programs;|

-

'for 8 to:7"percent. -

LRI

45>bxlhon ruble range-in- 1967 to the 58 to-

63 billion"range in 1977.
Accordlng to the-Tarrowed deﬁmtion.

mxlxtary"spendmg amounted to.11-12.per-

‘cent of gross-national product.-The Unit-
ed’ States figuren for- 1977 was 6. percent.’

| Some- experts on the: Soviet military, |

among -them: Prof Richard- Pipes. of Har-.
| vard;: - believer; that: the« Soviet ﬁgu;a m
‘closer-to-'15- oy L

- The* C.LAu notes- that,. chmng this 10- ;
Vyearpenod. Soviet. spending’ for invest-

‘ment’accounted for 26 percent of G.N.P.
and+spending - for heaith -"and educanon

. To-the:United States end its alhes; the
most: alarming figure-in-the-agency’s es«
timates. would appear to be those for re-
‘search;-development; testing and: evalua-
ttior of new weapons and. equipmeat.. - ;

L= The—agency -concedes: that . it “cagnot
speak with. confidence”, in this field, but.|'

iviet _defense- 'spending._will continue: 1:‘1)'i

1says- the information-is based om pube |

| million to 1.7 milliop. During this penodz‘

.| of. total. spendingfor forces subject’ ta’

lished'- Sovietr statxstiu and government’
statements ‘orr the fimancing of research
and evidence'on particular projects. These>
suggest that qutlays for research and de-
velopment  account for.almost one quar~
ter of the total military spending.

' The projected United States fxgura of
$12.5 billion for’ those programs in fiscal
Year 1979 is‘ well  beiow- one-quarter- oﬁ:
the United States military- budgee, . . :

- A ‘major-difference’ in- American andu
Soviet. military outlays. is. in._ personnel,,
costs, - The . Soviet: ground forces..in-
creased between 1967 and 1977 from 1.2

.| spending for personnel was. 15 percent of*
total spending compared th.h 58 perce.nl.
| in- the United States. :...i- ...

' Soviet spending for -strategic m:.ml
and bombers took a.littis over. 10 percent>

‘9.

"l

the-:second . strategic .arms.. hmrtaion.
‘treaty now. being negotiaated. ... .52
~“For the-next. two:or three years, S&Y

‘grow,” the agency said; “conclusion of-ad
SALT II' agreement: along the:-lines cur:y
rently being: discussed would not, in a.
self, slow the growth of Scmet defense
'spending sagmﬁcantly
Concern in the Atlantic a.lhmca aver !..
threat in Central Europe is supported by"
C.I.A. figures on outlays for Soviet forcex 5
in East Germany;’ Poland and Czeches-
slovakia. These forces includa not onfP-’
the army, but tacticai aviation.;i. ...
. Tha C.LA. smdthattheexpmsiouand
 modernization” of [ tactical” aviation and |

,,___

l
' the modermization- of the ground forces® !
provided. Soviet forces in Central Europe® !
i “with a better  capability to wags both®
*conventmm.l and theater- nuclear war.*:4d
The: Soviet' buildup along: the Chinese’
rfrontm' occurred during the same periodis
1t-accounted' for a little over-10- perceat®
of total military spending, with the Rusit:
sxa;s doubiing: tf: -fumber- u& dxvistc;ii:_l
and . increasing:.the mmber tacti
aircra.fL ﬁve-t’o!d., = e

pr Ol gp~—e—r oy
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